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/ntroduction

Since the Mead Dam was completed in 1951,
Mead Lake has been used by residents and
visitors for fishing, swimming, boatingamping,
family events, and many other recreational
activities. Even before Mead Lake existed,
enthusiasm for the lake was present in the local
population. In 1948, a year before construction
on the dam was scheduled to begin, twersix
people had alredy applied for leases for lake
property and

had put down
deposits. The

Newspaper photograph of Mead
Dam construction, likely from 1949.

location of i e e
Mead Lake, :

far from most

metropolitan &7 5T
areas and 5"““ o
surrounded by :
mostly forest,
makes it an
idyllic location
to relax,
experience
nature, and -0 e 35 o
get together |
with family and frimds. Cabins and residences
around the lake have been built over the years,
and now number around 130. For more than
fifty years, residents of the lake and outside
visitors have been enjoying the pleasures Mead
Lake has to offer.

B e, AT

WORK ON DAM PROGRESSES —Wor
gl nstruction of the

Managing and improving Mgl Lake has been
an ongoing process since its creation. Dam
repairs have been made several times over the
years. A campground was added in the 1960s,
with new boat docks following in years after. In
1959 the Mead Lake Club was organized, and
during thecourse of their existence, promoted
many improvements at the lake. In the 1990s,

the Club became the Mead Lake Association,
eventually becoming the Mead Lake District in
2001. Many interesting details about the
creation of the lake can be found in the

doodzYSy i a! /2ftSOGA2y 2F aS$
b 2 & ( |, dvaldble from the Mead Lake

Districtand included in Appendix A.

Nuisance algae blooms have been an issue for

YdzOK 2F aSIFIR [180a SEAaGS

that as early as 1971 attempts were made to
control sud
blooms using
chemical
: , treatment and
i Sl _a  lake draw
R downs. In
November
¢ 2008, water
guality issues
in the lake
brought
concerned
stakeholders
together in
Greenwood,
WI, just east of
Mead Lake. At this meeting, people brought up
several dozen issues of conceegarding the
lake and also heard from experts on some of
the science behind the algae problems. At the
conclusion of the meeting, people were asked
to sign up to be part of an organized
partnership effort to address these concerns.
The minutes for thisneeting are included in
Appendix A. The group came to be known as
the Mead Lake and Watershed Partnership (the
Partnership). A Stakeholder Leadership Team
formed within the Partnership and began
meeting monthly. The Partnership includes
landowners fromMead Lake and its watershed,
the Mead Lake District, Clark County Land



Conservation Department, Natural Resources
Conservation Service, Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources (WDNR), and University of
WisconsirExtension.

dThe Mead Lake & Watershed
t I NIy SNEKALIQa
Implement strategies to raise
awareness of the interdependent link
between people, land and water, and

YA a

to protect and restore Mead Lake and
its watershed in order to preserve the
ecological, recreational and aesthetic
value of these resources for future
generationsg

Many studies on Mead Lakeliecent years

have looked at aquatic plants, invasive species,
shore land habitat and erosion, fisheries, and
sanitary sewer systems. These studies
demonstrated the need for an organized effort
to address water quality and other concerns at
Mead Lake. Athe Partnership began to
discuss these concerns, it became clear that a
Lake Management Plan was a necessary first
step towards addressing them. A list of studies
that were conducted is included in Appendix A.

This plan will be reviewed and updated b th
Partnership on an annual basis.

Background

One of the earliest references found regarding
the creation of Mead Lake dates to March of
1948, when Clark County applied teetRublic
Service Commission of Wisconsin in Madison

for a permit to construct a dam on the South
Fork Eau Claire River for recreational purposes.
¢CKS /fFNYy /2dzyde .2 NR
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¢t26y 2F aSIFIR 5 Y¢
is located in Appendi&. The dam was
completed in 1951, forming what is now the
320 acre Mead Lake in the Town of Mead, west
of Greenwood. The lake has a mean depth of
about five feet and maximum depths of around
sixteen feet. The watershed draining to Mead
Lake is approximaty 64,000 acres, or about

100 square miles in size. The majority of the
land use in the watershed is cropland (see land
cover map page 4. There are no incorporated
municipalities in the watershed, and a good
portion of the agricultural population is ade

up of Amish and Mennonite communities, some
only arriving in the area in the last twenty to
thirty years. The main tributary to Mead Lake is
the South Fork Eau Claire River, with other
smaller tributaries such as Rocky Run.

Thedam at Mead Lake isummer 2009

Mead Lake is considered highly eutrophic
(nutrient-rich), and the lake has been listed on

2Aa02yaAyQa onoR fAAG 2F A
due to sediment and phosphorus. From 2002

to 2003, the US Army Corps of Engineers did a

atdzRe 2F aS| wlitf. Rgs@tQa g G SNJ

from this study were used to develop the Total
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) written by WDNR
and dpprevéddniithe)§ Engispnmgrial

3 dzLJLJ2 NJi A



Protection Agency in 2008.
The TMDL document defiae
prescriptive goals for
phosphorus load reductions
to the lake. Since phosphorus
is the principle nutrient
contributing to the growth of
algae and cyanobacteria,
lower phosphorus levels
would lead to reductions in
the frequency and extent of
unwanted algae blooms.
Cyanobacteria, sometimes
Ol t t SBreen alda&lS
release dangerous toxins into
the water that can cause
illness and even death in pets
and people if ingested in high
enough quantities. Surveys
conducted in 2009 indicate
that people avoid
recreational activities such as
swimming and fishing when
algalblooms are present.

An improvement in water
guality will increase the

Legend
— Rivers and Streams

County Boundaries .
CZ3 Watershed Boundary

- Water

- Urban/Developed
:l Barren/Transitional
- Forest/Woodland
B shrubland

:] Grassland/Herbaceous
|:| Pasture/Hay

I:] Cropland

l:] Wetlands

Land Cover Statistics

Land Cover Class Acres %

Water 377 0.58
Urban/Developed 2,835 4.39
Barren/Transitional 3 0.00
Forest/Woodland 20,520 31.80
Shrubland 165 0.26
Grassland/Herbaceous 270 0.42
Pasture/Hay 2,482 3.85
Cropland 36,535 56.62
Wetlands 1,343 2.08
Total 64,529 100.00

Source: 2001 National Land Cover Data

recreational and aesthetic

benefits of Mead Lake, as well as the aquatic
life found in the lake and its tributaries.
Furthermore, any efforts to control phosphorus
Ay G KS ershell Gildikely ddcréase the
amount of sediment flowingnto the lake, thus
AYONBIaAy3 GKS t11SQa
amount of phosphorus and sediment flowing
into the lake will take a coordinated effort
between those living at the lake and thebving
farther up in the watershed. Pollution control
efforts implemented now will reduce the need
F2N) LREtdziA2y O2yGNRT
cost for clearup will be less. Erosion from
fields and shorelines, barnyard runoff, manure

managementand septic systems are just some
of the issues that need to be addressed.

2009 Mead Lake Sociological Surveys

RUFingsuMipey2B09, the Partaerelin workeg 3
with staff at the Environmental Resources
Center at the University of Wiscondifiadison
and staff alMWDNR to develop sociological
surveys designed to survey people living at the
lake and those visiting the lake. Survey

fugsEoRSIiocyRed SINIBW REGRIS ysedihe @kes i & o

and how they perceived the water quality.
They were asked their opinions regarding the

iKS
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cauwses of poor water quality, how water quality rather than a permanent, yeamound resident.
could be improved, and their willingness to The average number of years that a respondent
participate in such efforts. Lake property owned their property was 18 years.

owners were also asked how they managed
their property to help minimize any negative
impacts on the lake.

Figure 9: Amount of Annoyance fr&mﬁtér)nmer Algae Blooms on Mead Lake

Lakefront Property Owner Survey

The mail survey of lake residents was conducted
from late August through September 2009. The
survey questions ahresults can be found in
Appendix A. Of 132 surveys mailed out to all
lakefront property owners, 116 were returned,
for a response rate of 88%, suggesting that a
large portion of Mead Lake residents are
interested in the health of the lake.

Not at all Very little A little Some Alot

LI Graph showig that a large majority of Mead Lake residents are
According to he survey, the '[Op four concerned about summer algal bloo(Basczyk and Summers)

recreational activities in which lake residents
participated in the previous twelve months
were; scenic viewing (70%), motorized boating
(61%), fishing (53%) and wildlife viewing (53%).

Additionally, a majority of respondents had
some knowledge of improvemefforts
focused on water quality at the lake. Twenty
four of the 116 respondents had attended at
least one of the monthly meetings of the

Among lake residents there was a widely held It ) - o
tF NOYSNREKALIQa {ul 1SK2f RSNJ |

view that water quality was poor for swimming
and other recreational activities during much of Lake Visitors Intercept Survey

the summer due to the presence of alggl _ During the last three weeks of summer 90D,
bIooms; It wa§ also :ilpAparent that a majority of leading up tg and including Labor Day weekend,
(11S NBEARSYGE 0T w20 &k fftec K68 Fonfie mlah LakelDion 2
change how they manage thioroperty if it conducted facdo-face surveys with visitors to
would improve the water quality of the lake. the lake. During this time, 99 interviews were

Howeyer, t.he majority (_)f respondents held completed. The survey questions and results
negative views toward installing vegetated can be found iAppendix A.

buffers between their property and the shore.

Only 31% of respondents had some type of The largest percentage of visitors (41%), were
vegetated buffer ortheir property. Nearly 60% from Clark County. There were many other
of those who had a lawn on their property did visitors from other nearby counties including
not use fertilizer, and another 28% were already = Eau Claire, Marathon and Wood. People also
using a lowor no-phosphorus type of fertilizer. came from places much farther away.

Distances traveled rangedin 1 to 625 miles,
with the median distance being 35 miles. Most
of those surveyed visited Mead Lake many
times during the previous 12 months.

The typical respondent to the survey was a
seasonal lake resident who speméekends,
especially during the summer, at Mead Lake,



The activities that most people participated in
over the previous 12 months were scenic
viewing and opeswater fishing, followed by
motorized boating and wildlife viewing. The
two major reasons for their visit on the day of
the survey were fishing and camping.

An overwhelming majority (91%) of survey
respondents were either very concerned or
somewhat concerned aut the water quality
of the lake. About 40% of those interviewed
said they had avoided certain recreational
activitiesduring past visits because of poor
water quality. Swimming was the most
common activity avoided. When survey
participants were asketb explain why they
avoided such activities, the most common
answers were poor water quality in general, or
GINBSY o G§SNWE

Further survey work is being conducted in the
watershed during spring and summer of 2010 to
determine the interests/needs/concerns of
producers in the watershed. Since farmers will
play a key role in phosphorasd sediment
NERdzOGA2Y
understand their concerns so that any type of
reduction programs maximizgroducer
cooperation.

Total Maximum Daily Load (TM____DL)

In 2008, WDNR completed a Total Maximum
Daily Load, or TMDL, for Mead Ldkeluded in
Appendix A A TMDL is a document that
specifies the maximum amount of a particular
pollutant a water body can receive and still
meet water quality standards. €lresults of

this TMDL were based on surface water
monitoring conducted in the watershed, as well
as hydrologic modeling of how land use affects
the watershed. Although the main issue with

AGNI GS3IASa Al

Mead Lake is phosphorus and sediment inputs,
the State of Wisconsicurrently does not have
numeric water quality criteria for phosphorus or
sediment. However, the State does have a
water quality standard for pH. The pH of a lake
is closely correlated to the presence of
chlorophyll awhich is influenced by the

amount ofphosphorus entering a body of
water. A water body with high levels of
chlorophyll aa basic indicator of algal biomass)
will have a correspondingly high pH. Therefore,
if Mead Lake can achieve the water quality
standard for pH, it will have fewer and s
intense algal blooms.

For the Mead Lake TMDL, water monitoring was
conducted in the lake and in the South Fork Eau
Claire River in 2002003. The study focused on
external pollutant loading (suspended
sediments and nutrients) from the South Fork
Eau Cle River, internal movement of
phosphorus from lake sediments into the water
column, and general #take water quality. The
study found that on average, 83% of
phosphorus loading to the lake came from
RANBEEZANS ¥ 38 N2y kS
Internd loading from phosphorus already
present in the bottom sediments in the lake
averaged only 17%. A Soil and Water Analysis
Tool (SWAT) model was used to determine
possible sources of the loading from tributaries,
how such loading affects the lake, and how
decreasing these loads will positively affect
water quality.

A TMDL usually calls for reductions of the
pollutant of concern from both point sources
(such as an effluent pipe from a waste water
treatment plant) and nofpoint sources (such as
agriculturalfields or residential lawns). Since
there are no municipalities or large industries in
the Mead Lake watershed, there are no point

t



sources of pollution. Therefore, reductions of the 2008 survey, and are not considered a

phosphorus and sediment will have to come major problem. Carp have been denser in the
from nonpoint sources. The recomended lake in years past, and many area lakes
seasonal (growing season) reduction written currently have challenges with carp. However,
into the TMDL for Mead Lake, and based onthe  a few carp is good for both fish diversity ané th
monitoring and modeling work, is a 30% aquatic plant community in the lake.

reduction of sediment and a 30% reduction of

phosphorus inpUtS tO Mead Lake. SUCh Black Crappie Fyke Net CPE - Mead Lake, Spring 1980 - 2008.

reductions should decrease the frequanand
intensity of algal blooms, and improve the
water quality of Mead Lake.

CPE (#net lift)

hyOS LIK2aLK2NHza O2y (i NRO
tributaries are significantly decreased, then the

April 1980 April 1985 April 1987 April 1995 May 1996 April 2004 April 2008
Survey Date

in-lake phosphorus contributions frorake [@Totalm= 10inches |
sediments can be addressed. The most Black crappie survey history at Mead Lake over the past 3

years. (Courtesy of Dan HatléliWDNR)

common method for this would be treating the
sediment with alum, sealing the phosphorus
beneath the alum layer and making it
unavailable to the water column.

The WDNR recommends continued stocking of
walleye and musky, along with winter
monitoring of dissolved oxygenCurrent fishing
regulations appear adequate. The fishery at
Fishery Mead Lake will be surveyed again in 2012.

Spring collection of fish data has taken place on
Mead Lake often in the last few decad&880,

QypZ QyT1E QdpZ Qdc Hnn’4 Clioe U it Fy FTAaKX 3ILY
fish, and carp have all been surveyed. The most recent complete study of the aquatic

Summaries of fishery survey data are included plant community in Mead Lake, for which

in Appendix A. complete analysis is available, was dan

1998. From this study, seventeen separate

aquatic plants were present in the lake, and a
GY2ZRSNIGS¢ NIXaGAy3a 2F RADSN
the seventeen plants, only one was a Ron

native and considered invasivie; crispusor

curly leaf pondweed.

Generally, the condition of the fishery is good.
In the 2008 survey, crappies were numerous
and of good size. Bluegills showed good size
structure but were fewer in number compared
to years past. Perch showed a high density but
poor size. Walleye dertgiwas typical

compared to years past, which is to be expected  apother assessment of the aquatic plant

since walleye are stocked annually in the lake. community was completed during the summer
Musky showed nice sizes, and are being stocked  of 2009, However, an analysis of the results of
every other year. The WDNR recommends this study is not yet complete. One important
checking recruitment of largemouth bass, as finding that can be reported is that no

numbers are lov. Carp showed a low density in additional invasive plants, beyond curlate



pondweed, were identified in the lake. Itis
significant that no specimens of the invasive
speciedM. spicatum or Eurasian water milfoil,
were identified. This is important because
many other lakes in the region report the
presence of this aggressiirevasive plant, and
keeping it from entering Mead Lake will benefit
GKS f118Qa S0O2t23A0! f
maintain a diverse native plant community
beneficial for aquatic habitat.

Curly leaf pondweedRhoto by Vic Ramey, University
of Florida/IFAS Center for Aquatic and Invasive
Plants. Used with permissign

Septic Systems

In 1996, Clark Co. applied for and received a
WDNR grant to survey all private-gite
wastewater treatment systems at theka. In
1997 the survey was done by Ayres Associates
in cooperation with the Clark CBlanning and
Zoning Department. The study showed that
many of these systems were considered failing,
or in some way not up to code. The results of
the study are located in Appendix A.

Although the recommendation by Ayres was for
a cluster treatment systa at the lake, the
residents instead chose to individually upgrade
their systems. All failing systems at the lake
were brought up to code after the study.
However, a similar study has not been

conducted for other septic systems within the
watershed.

Typical septic system
being installed /

Management Goals and Objectives

Based on scientific research, sociological
surveys, meetings with stakeholders, and other
information about Mead Lake and its history,
the following goals and objectives for the Mead
Lake Management Plan will guide effortghie
future to insure a beautiful and healthy natural
resource for years to come.

Goal 1: Improve water quality and
decrease the frequency and intensity of
algae blooms, by decreasing sediment and
phosphorus inputs to the lake.

The TMDL for Mead Lake suggahat a 30%
reduction in phosphorus and sediment loads
delivered to the lake via runoff and tributaries
necessary to minimize algal blooms, increase
the desirability of the water for fubbody-
contact recreation, such as swimming and



water skiing, ando achieve compliance with practice implementation and will respond most

water quality standardsThis equates to a efficiently to practice implementation. This

mean summer phosphorus concentration of GYSH®REASR NBaALR Yy aehé Iyl feaa
93ug/l (micrograms per liter). This would be a target limited staff and funding in those areas of
significant decrease from concentrations the watershed that will provide the greatest

measured in 2002 and 2003 of approximately conservation return for the time and money

130pg/l. Shce phosphorus is the limiting factor invested. Mead Lake is listed on the 303(d) list

for algae growth, a reduction of sediment and for impaired waters, therefore a watershed
phosphorus inputs to j T restoration and

the lake should lead to protection strategy will
a decrease in the be designed and
number, intensity and written to address not
duration of algal only the methods by
blooms. Both the which phosphorus and
survey of lake residents sediment loads will be
and the intercept reduced, but will also
surveyof lake users address the state and
suggest that algal federal requirements
blooms and the poor AR . related to the water
water quality that _' TR quality impairments in
results from these . .| Mead Lake.

blooms is a concern for ' ‘
people who live and/or recreate at the lake.

Much of the speC|f|c design of the strategy will
hinge on the results of further survey work

The Mead Lake TMDL also states that the being done in spring and summer 2010 to
majority ofphosphorus and sediment entering determine the needs and concerns of producers
the lake and its tributaries originates from in the watershed. Once this data is gathered,
agricultural land, which comprises the largest the watershed restoration and protection
percentage of land use in the watershed strategy will be completed, likely by early 2011.
Agricultural landowners will play a key role in The strategy willdefine sources of funding for
the improvement of water quality at Mead specific implementatiomprojects/programs;

Lake. identify agencier entitiesresponsible for

o _ different phases of implementatiomrovide
ObJe_Ct'Ve 1) Watershed Restoration estimates of load redctions achievable through
and Protection Strategy Phosphoruand various approacheand include a timeline for

sedimenthaver | y'& &2 d2NDSa Ay uvﬁlén the l/alloﬁsgpﬂases of implementation will

watershed. A comprehensive watershed ) be achieved.Implementation of this strategy
management plan will be dev_eloped that will will be carried out by the Partnership and
address phosphorus and sediment sources. The cooperatingentities.

management plarwill include a targeted
approach that focuses efforts on those lands
that have the greatest need for conservation



Objective 2) Apply for Lake Protection
Grants. Much of the work necessary to
implement the watershed management of
phosphorus and sediment will take additional
staff resources above and beyond what is
currently available and require ceshare funds
to assist farmers
living in the
watershed with
consevation
practice
implementation.
Therefore, once
this Lake
Management
Plan is approved,
the Partnership
will seek Lake
Protection
Grants to provide

Aerial photograph oMead Lake and surrounding region. [

knowledge regarding the sources of phosphorus
and sediment is lackinguBhermore, there is

less knowledge regarding management
techniques that can be used to reduce nutrient
and sediment loads, such as shore land riparian
buffers or the planting of cover crops on
agricultural fields.
Therefore more
work in educating
those lving at the
lake and in the
watershed, as well
as those visiting

the lake, will be
undertaken. Much
of this work is
underway by the
Partnership

through their
monthly meetings,

2005 NAIP

costshare funds
for targeted sources of phosphorus and
sediment within the watershed.

Objective 3) Groundater Testing.
There is a lack of data regarding the quality of
groundwater within the watershed and a lack of
knowledge by lake residents about the quality
of groundwater in their wells. The state does
not perform regular testing of private wells
within the watershed. Therefore a concerted
effort to test groundwater within the watershed
will be pursued by the Partnership with help
from Clark County. Groundwater conditions
may help determine if any phosphorus load
might be moving to the lake due to soll
saturation of phosphorus near the lake or
stream tributaries.

Objective 4) EducationAccording to
the sociological surveys conducted by the
Partnership, there are many areas where

10

press releases to
local media, and word of mouth through the
fairly smallake community.Kiosks wilklsobe
installed at the lakén 2010for display of
educational materials.

Goal 2: Increase natural vegetation to
produce biologically productive shore land
that minimizes erosion and enhances
natural aesthetics.

In the most recently available shoreline land use
survey (Konkel, 1998) the type of shoreline land
cover with the highest percentage of
occurrence was cultivated lawn. Additionally,
the information gathered fsm the survey of

lake residents showed that most residents held
a negative opinion toward shoreline riparian
buffers. This information indicates that the lake
may benefit from increasing the amount of
natural vegetated cover along shorelines.



However, itis necessary to educate lake
property owners about how these buffers are
beneficial, how to install them, and how they
can be made more aesthetically pleasing.

Objective 1) Survey Current Lakeshore
Riparian Conditions Since no official inventory
has ben conducted in over a decade, the
amount of natural vegetative cover on the
flr185Qa akK2NBftAyS YvYzai
the most recent 1997 survey. Newer data
would be beneficial to help understand the
contribution of shoreline erosion and/or runoff
FNRY fF1STNRYI
phosphorus and sediment levels. The inventory
could also provide valuable information that
would assist with preventing the loss of lake
front property due to erosion. The Partnership
will work with Clark County arttie DNR to
FaaSaa GKS f11SQa
be completed by staff, through volunteer work
or via a contracted service. A Lake Planning
Grant will be necessary to fund this activétyd
will be applied for in 2010

Objective 2) Installathn of Vegetated
Shore Land Buffersin order to increase the
number of installed riparian buffers and the
percentage of shoreline covered by natural
vegetation, education of lake residents will be
an important first step. As identified in the
lakefront poperty owner survey, there are
obstacles to overcome, especially regarding the
view of lake residents toward riparian buffers.
The Partnership will work with natural resource
professionals to inform and educate lake
residents about the benefits of ripam buffers
and how to properly install and maintain them.
A workshop for lake residents will be conducted
in 2010.

11
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Goal 3: Maintain healthy fishery with
desirable species, and a diverse native
aguatic plant community.

Biological surveys of the MeadHKeafishery over
the last twenty years show that the current
condition of the fishery is fairly good. While
there are a few desirable species that showed
some decline in size or number (e.g. bluegills,
|5‘eﬂct§ b fisheky % qLﬂé(plroMru@@eR cétp ah 0S
undesirable species that is troublesome in other
lakes, show a fairly low occurrence. The aquatic
plant community also appears to be quite

LINE LIS NI A §&rsellafih oFliy‘oRe ifvdsileSaies occurring

(curly leaf pondweed). However, many survey
respondents indicated thethought the lake
KFR G22 Ylye aoSSRa¢
recreational activities and lake aesthetics.

a K2 NBf Ay Okectivalk Mew LakeyMaghed 2 NB

Partnership discussed the possibility of creating
a new lake map showing bathymetric data, lake
bed characteristicgand physical habitat
locations and characteristics. The geography
department at University of WisconsgqiEau
Claire has produced such maps for other area
lakes in the past. The Partnership will pursue
creating a map for Mead Lake at the earliest
date avaable. A Lake Planning Grant from the
state and/or possible funding from the Mead
Lake District will be necessary to pay for this
work. Discussions are currently underway with
UW-Eau Claire to determine how sosoch a
map can be produced.

Objective 2Promote A More Self
Sustaining FisheryThe most recent survey
inventoried bluegill at a lower density in recent
years, and demonstrated that stocking is still
necessary for walleye and musky. The
promotion and development of spawning
habitat would helpn maintaining these

0 KI G



populations on a more seffustaining scale. A nuisance condition, curly leaf pondweed has

bathymetric map would provide data on the likely been present in the lake for at least
current location/condition of spawning habitat. twelve years. Work must be undertaken to
Fish cribs and other near shore woody debris keep this species from spreading to more areas
may also assist in increasing spawning habitat. within the lake, and also to keep othiwasive
ThePartnership will work with local natural species, such as Eurasian water milfdil (

resource professionals to pursue the knowledge  spicatun), a species that is present in many
and resources necessary to determine if thisisa  other area lakes, from entering Mead Lake.

viable alternative for the lake. o - . .
Objective 1) Monitoring.L U0 Q& A Y LJ2 NI |

to know the extent of any invasive
population/infestation that enters ois already
present in the lake. For that reason, continuous
monitoring for invasive species must take place.
The partnership will work with th&VDNR, lake
monitoring volunteers, and others to

continually monitor the lake for the occurrence
or spread ofrivasive species.

Black Crappie (painting by Virgil Beck)

Objective 2) Educationlt is important
Objective 3) EducationL G Q& x Y LJ2 N Kesp curly leaf pondweed from moving to

for those who recreate at the lake to other parts of Mead Lake or to other lakes in
dzy RSNAGF YR GKS 02y RA G A 2 e regipn afdkaio tg preyeqidghg spread of
resources, including fish and aquatic plants. other invasives into Mead Lake. The tRarship
The Partnership will work to educate those will work withthe WDNR, Clark County, the
living on and using the lake regarding the Clean Boat€lean Waters program, and other
current state of the fishery and what can be educational outlets to educate boaters and
done to help maintain itAs fish surveys are fishing enthusiasts regarding the cleaning of
completed by WDNR, this information will be their boats before entering into or exiting Mead
made available to lake residents and visitors. Lake. Instructional workshops for Clean Boats
Additionally, there is a need to educate lake Clean Waters are being conducted in the region
users and residents on the value of a diverse many times during 2010, and members of the
aquatic plant communitghat provides habitat, partnership will attend these workshops to
cycles nutrients, and outcompetes invasive receive instruction.

species.

In addition to plants, species such as zebra
mussel D. polymorph@and rusty crayfishd.
rusticug also need to be kept out of the lake,
and any education program will address these
and other aquatic and terrestrial invasive
Currently the only invasive species known to be  species as wellThe educational kiosks, once
present in Mead Lake is curly leaf pondweBd ( installed, will be an excellent way to post such
crispus. Although it has not grown to a information for those visiting théake.

Goal 4: Prevent expansion and new
infestation of invasive and exotic species.
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